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THE VARIETY OF ARRANGEMENTS IN COMMUNITY ACTION AND CITIZEN PARTICIPATION
One thing that can be gleaned from even a cursory review of efforts to translate &dquo;maximum feasible participation&dquo; from principle to practice is that community action and citizen participation come in an unlimited number of shapes, sizes, and roles. However, citizen participation structures usually involve one or more of three dimensions.
The first dimension of participatory structures involves the nature of the responsibility and authority they exercise. Many citizen groups acquire and exercise authority to make binding decisions; in others, the function only in an advisory capacity. Altschuler (1970) refers to the former as political decentralization and the latter as administrative decentralization. The difference between the two is that political decentralization involves a transfer of responsibility and authority from existing, usually centralized governmental institutions to locally-based client-oriented institutions.
The second dimension along which participatory arrangements are organized concerns the territorial base of citizen groups.
In a great many instances, the target of citizen participation is a particular neighborhood. In this case the term neighborhood is used to refer to a small, geographic area of a larger community. For the purposes of community action and citizen participation, a neighborhood is both a physical and social entity (Keller, 1968 (Yates, 1973) . (Gans, 1962; Hannerz, 1968; Suttles, 1968 (Warren and Warren, 1977 Long (1957) 
